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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Argument 

1. This is in response to amendment filed on May 24, 2004 in which claims 1-18 are 
pending . The applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection stand as stated in the previous office action and this is 
action is made final. 

2. Applicant's argues that the art presented does not combine to provide a Prima 
Facie Section 103 (a) case against the standing claim. This is not persuasive since the 
various statements in the prior office action clearly stated that Hudson teaches 
"distributed machine control software architecture that allow functional subsystem . . .to 
be distributed and remotely controlled and monitored " (Hudson page 1, paragraph 
[0005]). 

3. As per claim 1, 7, and 13, Applicant disagrees with the examiner's interpretation 
of Hudson, stating that Hudson fails to teach that the software is actually transferred over 
the Internet. However, the claim language fails to teach wherein the software is actually 
transferred over the Internet. Furthermore, applicant argues that Hudson fails to teach 
that the remote user has control over home-automated systems and appliances while 
visiting the network location during network navigation or that the software is distributed 
over said network that connects the remote system to the local system. The Examiner 
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strongly disagrees with the applicant's interpretation of the prior art. The Examiner 
argues that it is inherent that the remote system is connected to the local system over a 
network. Furthermore, Hudson teaches wherein "the local system is located at any 
remote network location including any Internet addressed location "(See abstract). 

Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnson et al. (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. 
(U.S. Pub No. 2002/0007229). 

a. As per Claim 1, Johnson et al. discloses a software control-module for enabling 
a use to monitor and control home-automated-systems and appliances from a remote 
interface on a data packet-network comprising (Abstract): a reporting function for 
reporting current status of the home automated-systems and appliances; a selection 
function for selecting options related to system and to appliance settings (col. 2, lines 45- 
67); a command-building function for building commands (i.e. routines; col. 6, lines 12- 
21) for system and appliance control; an execution function for executing commands 
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(figure 9; col. 6, lines 12-21; col. 7, lines 30-67; col. 8, lines 1-5; col. 5, lines 1-20); and a 
display function for displaying relevant data and for facilitating interactive control ability 
(fig. 3, fig. 4). However, Johnson et al fails to teach where it is characterized in that the 
software-control module is distributed to pre-selected network locations frequented by a 
user such that the user may have control over home-automated systems and appliances 
while visiting the network location during network navigation. 

Hudson et al teaches distributed machine control software architecture. 
Furthermore, Hudson et al teaches where it is characterized in that the software-control 
module is distributed to pre-selected network locations frequented by a user such that the 
user may have control while visiting the network location during network navigation (See 
paragraph [0005], lines 1-7 and paragraph [0013], lines 13-23] 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate where it is characterized in that the software-control 
module is distributed to pre-selected network locations frequented by a user such that the 
user may have control while visiting the network location during network navigation as 
taught by Hudson et al in the claimed invention of Johnson et al in order to provide a new 
approach which allows certain portions of the control software to be located with the 
machine while allowing the user control portions of the software to be located at a user 
control point which may be distant from the machine location and connected to it via the 
internet or another data network (See paragraph [004], lines 5-13). 

b. As per Claim 7, Johnson et al, discloses a control system for controlling home 
automated-systems and appliances from within a remote interface on a data-packet- 
network (Abstract) comprising: a first server node connected to the network; a data 
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repository accessible to the first server node for storing and managing data (data center; 
fig. 1; col. 4, lines 40-53). However, Johnson et al fails to teach where but lacks a second 
server node connected to the network; an electronic information page hosted by the 
second server node; and a software control-module provided within the electronic 
information page hosted by the second server node, such that a user visiting the second 
server node and viewing the electronic information page may interact with the software 
control-module provided within the information page for the purpose of monitoring the 
home-automated-systems and appliances and communicating commands and settings 
changes to the first server node for transmission over the network to control apparatus 
associated with the systems and appliances. 

Hudson et al teaches distributed machine control software architecture. 
Furthermore, Hudson et al teaches a second server node connected to the network; an 
electronic information page hosted by the second server node; and a software control- 
module provided within the electronic information page hosted by the second server 
node, such that a user visiting the second server node and viewing the electronic 
information page may interact with the software control-module provided within the 
information page for the purpose of monitoring and communicating commands and 
settings changes to the first server node for transmission over the network to control 
apparatus associated with the systems and appliances (See paragraph [0005], lines 1-7 
and lines 18-20 and paragraph [0013], lines 13-23] 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate a second server node connected to the network; an 
electronic information page hosted by the second server node; and a software control- 
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module provided within the electronic information page hosted by the second server 
node, such that a user visiting the second server node and viewing the electronic 
information page may interact with the software control-module provided within the 
information page for the purpose of monitoring the home-automated-systems and 
appliances and communicating commands and settings changes to the first server node 
for transmission over the network to control apparatus associated with the systems and 
appliances as taught by Hudson et al in the claimed invention of Johnson et al in order to 
provide a new approach which allows certain portions of the control software to be 
located with the machine while allowing the user control portions of the software to be 
located at a user control point which may be distant from the machine location and 
connected to it via the internet or another data network (See paragraph [004], lines 5-13). 

c. As per Claims 2 and 4, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the control 
module of claim 1 and the control system of claim 7, and Johnson further discloses 
wherein the data-packet-networks the Internet network (Abstract). 

d. As per Claim 3, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the software control 
module of claim 2, and Johnson discloses wherein the remote interface is an interactive 
information page of a Web site (Abstract; fig. 3). 

e. As per Claim 4, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the software control 
module of claim 3, and Hudson et al discloses wherein the software control module is 
distributed to and embedded within the interactive information page (See paragraph 
[0005], lines 1-5). 
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f As per Claim 10, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of claim 
8, and Hudson et al further discloses wherein the software control-module is distributed 
from the first server to the second server (See paragraph [0005], lines 10-13). 

g. As per Claim 1 1, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of 
claim 10, and Hudson et al further discloses wherein the software control-module is 
distributed to more than one secondary server and embedded in more than one electronic 
information page hosted within the secondary servers (See paragraph [0005], lines 10- 
13). 

h. As per claim 13, Johnson discloses a method for controlling home-automated- 
systems and appliances from a remote interface on a data-packet-network comprising the 
steps of: 

(b) activating an interactive control-window associated with the 
remote interface; (c) selecting desired options presented within the interactive control 
window; (d) depending on the selected options, changing settings and creating commands 
(Abstract; col. 2, lines 45-67); and (e) executing the new settings and created commands 
(figure 9, col. 6, lines 12-21; col 7, lines 30-67; col. 8, lines 1-5; col. 5, lines 1-20). 
However, Johnson et al fails to teach navigating on the data-packet-network to the remote 
interface. 

Hudson et al teaches navigating on the data-packet-network to the remote 
interface (See paragraph [0013], lines 15-20). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate navigating on the data-packet-network to the remote 
interface as taught by Hudson et al in the claimed invention of Johnson et al in order to 
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provide a new approach which allows certain portions of the control software to be 
located with the machine while allowing the user control portions of the software to be 
located at a user control point which may be distant from the machine location and 
connected to it via the internet or another data network (See paragraph [004], lines 5-13). 
i. As per Claim 14, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of claim 

13, and Johnson further discloses wherein the data-packet-networks the Internet network 
(Abstract). 

| As per Claim 15, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of claim 

14, and Johnson further discloses wherein in step (a), navigation is performed with a 
network browser application (figure 3). 

k. As per Claim 16, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of 
claim 15, and Johnson further discloses wherein in step (a), the remote interface is an 
electronic information page (col. 3, lines 44,45). 

1. As per Claim 18, Johnson in view of Hudson et al discloses the method of claim 
16, and Johnson further discloses wherein steps (c), (d), and (e) are accomplished by 
mouse click and keyboard function (figure 3). 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnson et 
al (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0007229) as applied to 
claims 7 and 8 above, and further in view of Austin. 

a. Johnson et al. (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. discloses the control system 
of claim 8, but lacks wherein the software control-module is a JAVA-based module. 
Austin teaches (Part 4) that JAVA based applications have been used in the software 
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community for the purpose of enabling object-oriented applications that can run 
anywhere and on the World Wide Web. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the Johnson in view of Hudson et al 
software-control module to be programmed in JAVA, as taught by Austin, for the 
purpose being able to display JAVA applet programs on the World Wide web (Part 4). 

7. Claims 12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johnson et al. (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0007229) as 
applied to claims 1 1 and 16 above, and further in view of Brown et al (6,604,075). 

a. Johnson et al (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. discloses the control system 
of claim 1 1 and the method of claim 16, but lacks where the software control-module is 
voice-activated for building commands and changing settings. Brown teaches the use of a 
voice activated control module (web based voice interface) for the purpose of extending 
internet access to audio interfaces (col. 1, lines 15-31), which can be used for creating 
commands (col. 2, lines 5-7; col. 2, lines 50-55) and changing settings (col.3, lines 19- 
23). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the Johnson in view of Hudson et al control system to include a voice 
activated software control module, as taught by Brown, for extending internet access to 
an audio interface (col. 1, lines 15-31) from which commands could be issued and 
settings could be changed (col. 2, lines 5-7; col. 2, lines 50-55; col.3, lines 19-23). 
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8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnson et 
al (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0007229) as applied to claim 
4 above, and further in view Austin. 

a. Johnson et al. in view of Hudson et al. discloses the software control module of 
claim 4. Johnson in view of Hudson et al lacks wherein the software control module is a 
JAVA-based module. Austin teaches (Part 4) that JAVA based applications have been 
used in the software community for the purpose of enabling object-oriented applications 
that can run anywhere and on the World Wide Web. It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the Johnson in view of 
Hudson et al software-control module to be programmed in JAVA, as taught by Austin, 
for the purpose being able to display JAVA applet programs on the World Wide web 
(Part 4). 

9. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnson et 
al. (6,580,950) in view of Hudson et al. (U.S. Pub No. 2002/0007229) and further in view 
of Austin, as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view Brown et al (6,604,075). 

a. Johnson in view of Hudson et al, and further in view of Austin discloses the 
software-control module of claim 5, but lacks wherein the command-building function 
and the command-execution function are voice-activated functions. Brown teaches the 
use of a voice activated control module (web based voice interface) for the purpose of 
extending internet access to audio interfaces (col. 1, lines 15-31), which can be used for 
creating commands (col. 2, lines 5-7; col. 2, lines 50-55) and changing settings (col.3, 
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lines 19-23). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the Johnson in view of Hudson, and in further view of Austin 
software control module to include a voice activated software control module, as taught 
by Brown, for extending internet access to an audio interface (col. 1, lines 15-31) from 
which commands could be issued and settings could be changed (col. 2, lines 5-7; col. 2, 
lines 50-55; col.3, lines 19-23). 



Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Djenane M Bayard whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-6606. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM-4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (703) 305-4003. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306, 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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